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INTRODUCTION

This document contains the Compilation of Comments and Observations from the Originator Laboratorio Oficial Jose María de Madariaga, LOM, ES, on ExTAG/569/CD- Draft ExTAG Decision Sheet – Thermal endurance tests of large enclosures
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	CML

GB

	
	
	TE
	The temperature change in service is not likely to be instantaneous, such as when the environmental chamber door is opened.

Although temperature may vary significantly over 24h, the DS is suggesting all enclosures should be tested for thermal shock. The test is to simulate ageing, not thermal shock.


	We consider the answer should be no.
	Not accepted.

For clarity, it must be assumed that all ExTLs conduct thermal endurance testing avoiding sudden temperature changes.

Additionally, the purpose of this DS is to unified the criteria when leaving a cable entry open have a big impact on the test result, especially when testing large enclosures


	
	
	
	
	To avoid deformation of the enclosure by sudden temperature change it is best to leave the enclosure in the chamber and just allow it to cool slowly, without opening the door. This is allowed in clause 26.8 with the +30h time tolerance.

Alternatively, leave a cable entry hole open.
	No additional advice necessary.
	

	CNEX-Global BV

NL


	-
	-
	G
	We agree with this DS
	None
	Noted

	DEK

NL
	
	
	GE
	We disagree with the DS, it is adding requirements, which is not allowed per OD 035
	Withdraw DS
	Not accepted.
Refer to Clause 26.2 of IEC 60079-0 in Ed.6 and Ed.7.

No requirements are added.
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	General
	It is not clear what situations the DS is trying to address. 
Is it problems with gaskets supplied with the UUT or 
distortion that occurs in the test that might make seals on glands and entry devices that are added by the user fail a test?

	We suggest that the originator work with maintenance team to clarify this. 
	Not accepted.
The background will be modified to a better understanding on what the DS is trying to address.

	NANIO CCVE (ExCB and ExTL)

RU

	
	
	General
	The logic of the question and answer is not clear. If a breathing hole is provided on the  enclosure, it cannot be considered tight.
	
	Not accepted.
The answer does not include the wording ‘breathing hole’. A breathing device with the same or greater degree of protection shall be used.

	NCC

BR


	26.8

26.9
	
	
	We agree.
	
	Noted

	PTB

DE

	Answer
	
	g
	To avoid any misunderstanding, it should be clear that Breathing and draining devices needs to be evaluated together with the enclosure (even if the draining device itself is certified as a components).


	Yes.
In case of any special measurers (e.g. the requirements of a breathing devise) to withstand the thermal endurance and IP test, these measures need to be described in detail in the schedule drawings. Furthermore, it might be necessary to specify special conditions. 

	Accepted in principle

	TC31
	
	
	GE
	It is not clear what situations the DS is trying to address.

In practice, a manufacturer of a box or Ex rated equipment in a box submits his item to a TL for test.  Any entries supplied with the unit are plugged for the test.  If the box is sold with no holes and they are subsequently added by the installer, the TL does not add holes for the test.  If gaskets supplied with the UUT by the manufacturer get distorted such that the box needs a breather, the breather should be part of the product supplied for the test and included with the box to the customer.

If the text is referring to distortion that occurs in the test that might make seals on glands and entry devices that are added by the user fail a test, that is a different situation, but it is not clear what gaskets they are trying to cover here.

	We request that the originator withdraw the DS and work with the WG22 Convenor and TC31 Liaison to clarify what we are trying to address.
	Noted
The DS is trying to address what it is said in second paragraph of TC31 comment.

The aim is to unified the criteria to avoid the situation in which large enclosures pass thermal endurance tests in an ExTL because holes where not closed and the same enclosures do not pass thermal endurance tests in other ExTL just because all open holes where plugged.
This case comes a manufacturer having this situation with two different ExTLs and unification of criteria on this regard should be addressed.

	TIIS
JP
	
	
	te
	Users can not use the breathing devices which are not tested. Therefore, there should not be a certificate with specific conditions of use with those devices. When it is necessary to install breathing devices to the enclosure, type tests should also be carried out with breathing devices.
	Change the sentence after “Yes” in Answer as follows:
In case of being necessary to install breathing devices to be able to overcome the tests, type tests should be carried out with the breathing device(s).
	Accepted in part
The wording after “Yes” will be modified.

	TUV 
SUD PS
DE

	26.8

26.9
	
	General
	We agree with the decision.
	-
	Noted

	UL-

USA

	Answer
	
	General
	The proposal is unclear and seems to be introducing test conditions that may be more severe than what is intended by the standard.
	Refer this topic to the TC31 MT.  Do not issue the Decision Sheet.
	Not accepted.
Refer to Clause 26.2 of IEC 60079-0 in Ed.6 and Ed.7.



	UL
BR
	
	
	General
	The proposed changes the requirements in the standard and should be referred to the MT.
	
	Not accepted
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